Examiner-Initiated Interview Summary 

Application No. 

10/622,388 

Applicant(s) 

GRAUZER ET AL 

Examiner 

Robert Mosser 

Art Unit 

3714 



All Participants: 

(1) Robert Mosser . 

(2) Mark A. Litman . 

Date of Interview: 22 May 2007 


Status of Application: Pending after entry of RCE 

(3) . 

(4) . 

Time: 2:10 pm EST 


No 


Type of Interview: 

S Telephonic 
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Part I. 

Rejection(s) discussed: 
None 

Claims discussed: 
Pending claims 13, 19, and 28. 

Prior art documents discussed: 


Part II. 

SUBSTANCE OF INTERVIEW DESCRIBING THE GENERAL NATURE OF WHAT WAS DISCUSSED: 
See Continuation Sheet 

Part III. 

^ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
directly resulted in the allowance of the application. The examiner will provide a written summary of the substance 
of the interview in the Notice of Allowability. 

□ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
did not result in resolution of all issues. A brief summary by the examiner appears in Part II above. 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was discussed: 
Authorization was given by the Applicant's representative to amend claim 13 to clarify that a complete deck of cards 
refers to a "complete 52 card deck of cards" as presented in step (b) of the same claim, and to amend step (e) of claim 
13 to replace the term "hand" with "at least one hand". The Applicant's representative further authorized the 
cancellation of claim 19 to remedy issues regarding the order of operation of the claimed invention and the amendment 
of claim 28 to clarify that only the "previously unread" spent cards are read. 


